Part 1 (AJA 113 [2009] Given the importance of pottery studies, it is surprising that there is no systematic review of the evidence for the production and distribution of pottery from that richest of Roman archaeological sites, Pompeii. This two-part article redresses this situation by assembling and interpreting the Pompeian evidence, consider ing both what it tells us about specific aspects of the production and distribution of pottery at Pompeii and about the pottery industry in the Roman world more generally. Part 1, which appeared in a previous issue of the AJA, reviewed the evidence for the production of pottery at Pompeii.1 Part 2, the present article, re views the evidence for the availability and use of raw materials for the production of pottery at Pompeii and the evidence for the distribution of pottery to and within the town.
To provide a geographical context, a conjectural re construction of the immediate economic territory of Pompeii during the Roman period was produced using the Thiessen polygon method ( fig. 1 ). This territory, here termed the "Pompeii service area" (PSA) and de fined as the territory for which Pompeii served as the Pottery produced within the PSA is here termed "lo cal," while that produced elsewhere within the PEET is termed "perilocal," and that produced outside the PEET is termed "imported."
THE MATERIAL BASIS FOR POTTERY PRODUCTION
The types of pottery manufactured within the PEET and the location of this production would have been '2Stabiae, destroyed during the Social War and not restored as a settlement center prior to 79 C.E., is not here taken into consid eration. For an effort to define the Pompeii service area that recognizes Stabiae as a market center, see Purcell 1990,112-13 territory, attempting to identify the raw materials em ployed and the locations for production.
The Raw Materials for Pottery Production
The manufacture of pottery in the Roman world required clay, water, and fuel, and regularly required tempering material and surfacing material (i.e., slip or glaze). As both water and fuel were probably broadly available across the PEET, they are not here considered.
Clay. There are three general types of clay available to potters working in the coastal zones of Campania lern by mixing Ogliara clay with a coarser, less plastic clay from Ogliastro, in the Cilento, in a ratio of 3:1, adding a slight amount of clay imported from the area of Cagliari, in Sardinia.9
The other documented source of marine clay in the PEET is an outcrop of the same M5~* formation located immediately to the west of Montecorvino, about 14 km east-northeast of Salerno and 39 km east of Pompeii.10 This outcrop also has been intensively exploited for 1984b, 196-97; Ricci 1985, 347; Ro manazzi and Volonte 1986, 76; De Caro 1994,152-56. 42Plin. HN 30.92, 35.175, 37.29 (drinking vessel); 29.95, 32.78, 32.122 (cooking vessel) . For the use of calixin the Latin literary sources, see Hilgers 1969,44-5,130-34. 43Romanazzi and Volonte 1986,87; De Caro 1994 ,192-97. 44Cerulli Irelli 1977 . For a color photograph of a lamp apparently produced by the Via di Nocera pottery production facility recovered at the house at 1.14. 78De Caro 1994,174-76, no. 141; Meylan Krause 2002 ,124, 168, no. 119. 79Annecchino 1977 De Caro 1994, 174; De Carolis 1996 , 123. Gasperetti (1996 2003, 310, tables 5,6; 313-15. 129Pucci 1975; Chiosi 1996; Di Giovanni 1996 , 66-8, 74-80, 82-7,97-8. 130 Soricelli 1987 2004 , 300-1. For the provenance of Production A Sigillata, see Soricelli 1987, 82-3; Soricelli et al. 1994 . 13IPucci 1977 Soricelli 2004 , 302-4. 132Pucci 1977 ,9-13. 133DiGioia2006. 134Pavolini 1977 ,37-8. 135Pucci 1977 1989,44-5; Aubert 1994 , 213-14. 145 Parker 1992 The complex mechanisms for the distribution of pottery from the Koroni district of the Peloponnese during the 19th and 20th centuries may provide a useful set of analogues for those that served for the long-distance distribution of Roman pottery by sea (Blitzer 1990, 701-6 162Rouge 1966,181, pi. 6a; Nieto Prieto et al. 1989,230, fig. 158; 231; Gianfrotta et al. 1997 ,127. 163Parkerl992,95,no.l64. 164 Eschebach (1993 records the following additional in stances of finds of 10 or more ceramic lamps within a single structure at Pompeii not thought to be a pottery workshop: 1992, 92; 1994,118-20; Pavolini 1996 , 226. For Rome, see Rizzo 2003 . The Cala Culip 4 wreck, dating to the 60s or 70s C.E., provides interesting evi dence for the mechanisms that served for the distribution of South Gallic Sigillata along the coasts adjacent to Narbonne during this period (Nieto Prieto et al. 1989; Parker 1992,157, no. 347; Millet 1993 174D 'Arms 1984, fig. 36; Fergola 2004 , 20,104. 175 De Caro (1994 states that two blocks of pitch were recovered at this facility.
176Jashemski 1967,196, fig. 4; 1979, 224, fig. 326; Tchernia 1984,89,90, fig. 39; Awisati 2003,124, fig. 124. Non-amphora pottery of local or perilocal origin was probably distributed at Pompeii by three meth ods: sale at the production facility, sale at a shop away from the production facility, and sale by peddlers. The presence of a stepped masonry counter at the Via di Nocera pottery production facility points to the first of these methods. 
